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substantive. The question perhaps could not arise in Quebec
in view of the conflict provisions of articles 2290 and 2291
hereinafter quoted (1), and as Johnson (m) remarks, article
2267 does "not deal with conflicts."

On the other hand, if the same article 2267 is in question
in a court of another country, a common law country, a pre-
scription provision of the Civil Code of Lower Canada might,
notwithstanding article 2267, be characterized as procedural in
view of other articles of the code recognizing interruption of
prescription or revival of the debt by acknowledgment on the
part of the debtor, For example, in Canadian Pacific Ry. Co. v.
Johnston (n) there are dicta to this effect, Huber v. Steiner
(o) was cited by the court as supporting the view that the
Quebec statute might be characterized as merely barring the
remedy, In the later case of Wood % Selick v, Cowpagnie
Generate Transatlantique (p), a United States Circuit Court of
Appeals, while refraining from wholly approving the reasons
for judgment in the Johnston case, discussed Huber v. Steiner,
and considered it as supporting the view that article 433 of
the French Commercial Code (q) does not extinguish the
cause of action, but merely bars the remedy. The "libels were
filed for damage to certain consignments of goods, shipped on
the respondent's vessels under bills of lading, issued in France/'
and containing a provision for resort to French law and ad-
judication by a French commercial tribunal. Under article

(I) Infra, at end of the present chapter.

(m) Conflict of Laws with Special Reference to the Law of the
Province of Quebec, vol. 2 (1934) 457.

(n) (1894), 61 Fed. 738, 25 L.R.A. 470, Lorenzen, Cases and Ma-
terials on the Conflict of Laws (5th ed. 1946) 378. This was a case
in- a United States Circuit Court of Appeals, on appeal from the
circuit court for Vermont, in an action brought by the respondent
against the appellant for damages for injuries sustained in Quebec,
involving articles 2262 and 2267 of the Civil Code of Lower Canada,
The court speaks of the "law of Canada" and the "code of Canada,"
without specific reference to Quebec, but the reasoning is not affected
by this misapprehension.

(o) Supra,, note (h).

(p) (1930), 43 Fed. (2nd) 941, Harper & Taintor, Cases and Other
Materials on Judicial Technique in Conflict of Laws (1937) 282, at
pp. 285, 286-287 (passages reprinted on these pages also appear in
Lorenzen, op. tit., p. 381) with particular reference to Huber v.
Steiner.

(q) Which like article 189, in question in Huber v. Steiner, con-
tains no express provision for extinguishment of the cause of action.
Article 434 provides for interruption of prescription by acknowledg-
ment in writing.